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Executive Summary

Collaborative writing is commonly considered as two or more persons writ-
ing together. Although this definition seems intuitively sound, it belies the fact
that z// writing is collaborative. Every writer not only uses a language that he
or she inherited but also refers to the works of other writers explicitly (as when
writers employ citations) or implicitly (as when writers use standard formats).
Collaboration in writing is thus interwoven in the writing process in both
obvious and subtle ways. Facilitating Students’ Collaborative Writing promotes
the concept that all writing is collaborative and explains that collaborative writ-
ing is a useful pedagogical tool professors can use to help students actively

learn.

How Does Collaborative Writing Promote
Active Learning?

Professors might cavil that learning naturally requires interaction between the
student and the subject matter, and they therefore could reject the claim that
collaborative writing promotes active learning. Although it is true that learning
naturally requires some form of interaction, it is also true that some forms of
interaction are more active and others are more passive. Lectures, for instance,
tend to require students to act in ways that are more passive than the level of
student involvement with learning required by collaborative writing activities.
Lecturing, in general, does not promote higher-order thinking skills—

synthesis, analysis, and evaluation—Dbecause lecturing, as it has traditionally
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